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### Title:
**Orlando Villanueva vs. Hon. Court of Appeals and Lilia Canalita-Villanueva**

### Facts:
1. **Marriage and Petition for Annulment**:
–  On April  13,  1988,  Orlando Villanueva and Lilia  Canalita-Villanueva were married in
Puerto Princesa, Palawan.
–  On November 17,  1992,  Orlando filed a petition for  the annulment of  his  marriage,
claiming that he was coerced into the marriage through threats and violence, and alleged
that he did not father Lilia’s child who was already pregnant at the time of marriage.

2. **Lilia’s Counter-Arguments**:
– Lilia contested the annulment, arguing that their marriage was consensual. She claimed
that Orlando had stayed with her for a month post-marriage and communicated frequently
thereafter.
– Lilia sought damages for moral and exemplary damages, attorney’s fees, and costs.

3. **Trial Court Ruling**:
– The RTC of Valenzuela dismissed Orlando’s petition for annulment on January 12, 1996.
– The RTC ordered Orlando to pay P100,000.00 in moral damages, P50,000.00 in exemplary
damages, P20,000.00 in attorney’s fees, and costs.

4. **Appeal to the Court of Appeals**:
–  Orlando  appealed,  but  the  Court  of  Appeals  affirmed  the  RTC’s  decision  with
modifications, reducing the awards to P50,000.00 in moral damages and P25,000.00 in
exemplary damages while maintaining the other aspects of the ruling.

5. **Subsequent Supreme Court Petition**:
– Dissatisfied with the CA’s ruling, Orlando filed a petition for review in the Supreme Court.

### Issues:
1. **Annulment of Marriage**:
– Whether the marriage should be annulled based on allegations of vitiated consent due to
threats, intimidation, and undue influence.
– Whether Orlando’s claim of no cohabitation after marriage impacts the validity of the
marriage.

2. **Damages and Attorney’s Fees**:
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– Whether the awards for moral and exemplary damages, as well as attorney’s fees, were
appropriate under the circumstances.

### Court’s Decision:
1. **Annulment of Marriage**:
– The Supreme Court affirmed the findings of the CA and RTC that Orlando freely and
voluntarily married Lilia.
– The delay in filing for annulment (4 years and 8 months) was seen to undermine his claims
of coercion and fraud.
– There was no substantial evidence showing that Orlando was subjected to threats or
intimidation that vitiated his consent.
– The allegations of fraud due to Lilia’s pregnancy were not proven; Orlando had admitted to
having a sexual relationship with Lilia.
– The marriage’s validity was upheld despite Orlando’s claim of non-cohabitation as such a
claim alone is insufficient for annulment.

2. **Damages and Attorney’s Fees**:
– The SC upheld the award of attorney’s fees, citing Article 2208 (11) of the Civil Code that
permits such awards when deemed just and equitable.
– The SC deleted the moral and exemplary damages awards due to the lack of evidence of
physical suffering, mental anguish, fright, or similar injuries. The CA’s justification was
found to be speculative.

### Doctrine:
1. **Timed Filing Impact on Credibility**:
– Delay in seeking annulment without reasonable justification may suggest ulterior motives,
thus reducing the credibility of claims of vitiated consent.

2. **Proof of Mental and Emotional Suffering**:
– For moral damages, specific evidence of mental suffering and anguish must be presented.
–  Exemplary  damages  require  a  prior  determination  of  entitlement  to  moral  or
compensatory  damages  (Article  2234,  Civil  Code).

### Class Notes:
– **Key Elements for Annulment**: Duress, intention, fraud, cohabitation, filing delay.
– **Attorney’s Fees**: Justifiable under Civil Code Article 2208 (11) if deemed equitable by
the court.
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– **Moral and Exemplary Damages Requirement**: Verifiable evidence of personal suffering
and adherence to Article 2234, Civil Code.

“`plaintext
Article 2208 (11):  Attorney’s fees may be awarded where the court  deems it  just  and
equitable.
Article 2234: Exemplary damages need moral, temperate, or compensatory damages as a
prerequisite.
“`

### Historical Background:
– This case mirrors social attitudes and legal standards surrounding marriage annulment in
the Philippines, reflecting on the significant burden placed on proving coercion or fraud.
The  decision  showcases  the  stringent  requirements  for  annulling  marriages  and  the
necessity for concrete evidence to support claims of mental and emotional suffering for
awarding damages. The procedural history highlights the courts’ diligence in ensuring that
annulment grounds are not used as tactical defenses in unrelated criminal matters, like in
this setup, where the petitioner was concurrently facing a bigamy charge.


